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SUPERIOR COIJBLT 
FOK TBM. DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



Rev. Earnest Lee Hobley 
413 JLpBtgfellavr Stjreet, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20011 



Plaintiff 



Civil Actioik No. 



Vs. 



KFC U.$. Properties, Inc. 
Greg Dedrick, President (Served) 
1441 Gardttier Lane 
Louisville, Kentueliy 40213 

Defendant 



05-0008394 



RECEIVED 

Civil CLEPXS OFFICE 

, OCT 2 1 2005 

OFTHS DJS7HICTOF COLUA5BIA 
WASHtNGT^N.BC 



CO]>iy^^Hyr I 

1 Plaintiff brings this action under the Civil Rights Act Agamst Breach of Arbitration 
^e^nent under the "Other Civil Rights" (non-emploj^ent) listed in the X^ sectioii 
(440 CWher Qvil Rjghts) as Ksted on the JS-44 Civil Cover Sheet, rev. 2/01 D.C. 

no 1 m!S^?'^'°'' f ^^ ^"^ '* provided pursuant to D. C Code Sec. 2-1403 16 anii 11- 
921 (1981;) sjnce the defendant does business in D. C, plaintiff worked in this jurisdickion 
and the acts complained of took place in this jurisdiction. | 

3. Venue is appropriate since defendant does business in D. C, plaintifiFworised in this 
junsdiction and the acts complained of took place in this jurisdiction. 

PARTIES 

4. Plaintifi; Rev. Earnest Lee Hobley is a 48>year old Afiican-American male who 
resides in Washington, D.C. I 

5.. Defendant, Kentucky Fried Chicken, US. Properties, IncJs a for^ 

company that operates a chain of fast food restaurants in the metropolitan Washingtori 
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FACTS 

6, Plaiotjfi^ Rev Earnest Lee Hobley is a fornie KPC claims that 
Rev. Hobley and KFC agreed, in writiag, to use a binding arbitration agreement for any 
claims tot arose between KFC and the plaintiff Rev. Hobley concerning conversations, 
employmesDtt or tentiinatioa of eniployment, 

7. KF<p restaurant's cash and security guidelines under the arbitration agreement states 
that the violation of the resteurant's cash and security guidelines may result in corrective 
action up to and including termination of employment i 

8. The arbitration agreement between the plaintiflf and KFC was breached by KFC oh 
February p^^ 2003 when KFC's general manager Mr. Olu Adepegba reported a he to Ihe 
metropolitan pofice that on February 7, 2003, Rev, Hobley had stolen $1,589. 12 of kpC's 
fimds. i 

9, Because KFC breached their arbitration agreement, the plaihtiJ^ Rev. Hobley xyas 
felsely ati^ested^ maliciously prosecuted^ suffered defamation of character and damage to 
hts impecpable reputation as a Christian Minister. I 



10. 04 April 1 1, 2003^ the t).C. Department of Employment Services found that the 
allegatioiife made by KFC employ ee general manager Olu Adep^ba w^e not true^ thus 
the plaintiJBf received imemployment. 

1 L Ob jFebruaiy 6, 2004^ the D.C. Superior Court ruled (America vs. Hobley) that 
there vms jno probable cause for the plaintiBPs arrest. D- C. Superior Court condude^ that 
the plainti^ Rev. Hobley was innocent of the employer's allegations of theft. 

Moreover D. C. Superior Court concluded and xuled that Rev, Hobley was not responsible 
for KFC S|missmg deposit for the morning of February 2, 2003 and thatMr. Adepeglia's 
allegation^ of theft were not true. In addition, D. C. Superior Court indicated that Mk** 
Adepegba himself could have been a suspect regarding the "missing fund^^ 

NAITJRE OF CLAIM 

12. The nature of claim is based on the breach cf the arbitration agreement, govempd 
under the *^Other Civil Rights" (tion-discrinrdnatlon) Jisted in the 'X" section (440) Other 
Civil Rights) as listed on the JS-44 Civil Cover Sheet, xw, 2/01 DC. 

REMEDYBEOTJESTEP 

i 
WHEREFORE, PlaintijSf requests this Court to grant him the following rehef: 

1. Direct that defemleantcoinpensates the Plaintiff for pain and s^ 
he suffered! because of breach of employment arbitration agreement. 
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1. Direct that defendant compensate th© Plairttiflf for punitive dmta^BS for tiieir breacli 
of einployment arbittation agreement, and 

3. Direct that defendant coBipensate Plaintiff's attorney for reasonable attorney's fees 
and reiraburse Plaintiff for costs that he incurred in being forced to bring this action for 
breach of ernploymeait arbitration agreement, and 

4. Grant such additional relief as the Court deems proper , and Wherefore, the oremises 
consider^ the Plaintiff demands judgement against the Defendant in the amount of 
$750,0O0,0O0.0O0.Cr: ; 



JURY DEMANDS 

Plaintiff demands a trial by Jury. 

... Respectfully Submitted, 




pro seRey. Jiamest J-eenoc 

413 LongfeUow Street, N.W. 
. Washington, D.C- 2001 1,. 
(301)237-3564 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBfA 
CIVIL DIVISION 




RevERKESTLEEHOBLEY rT ^ SlQ^^ 

Vs. CA.NoP^^ ^2005 CA 008394 B 
KFC U.S. PROPERTIES, INC &\W D£^- 

INITIAL ORDER Vs^TOOP 

Pursuant to D.C. Code § 1 1-906 md District of Columbia Superior Court Rule of Civil Procedure 
CSCR CiVO 40~I, it is hereby QRPEREP as follows: I 

(1) Effective this date, this case is assigned to the judge desigxiated below. All fiiture Ifilings in this case 
shall bear the name of the judge currently assigned to the case beneath the case nximber in the caption. Upon the 
jBIing of any motion or paper related thereto, one copy (for the judge) must be delivered to the Clerk along with 
theoriginal- 

(2) Within 60 days of the filing of the complaint, plaintiff must file proof of service on e^ch defendant; 
copies of the Sumriionjs^ the Complaint, and this Irutial Oxder, and any General Ordpr issued by the judge to 
whom the case is assigned. As to any defendant for whom such proof of service has liiot been flled^ the 
Complaint will be dismissed without prejudice for want of prosecution unless the time for seifving the defendant 
has been extended as provided in SCR Civ 4(m), \ 

(3) Within 20 days of service as described above, except as otherwise noted in SCR Civ |12^ each defendant 
must respond to the Complaint by filing an Answer or other responsive reading. As to the defendant who has 
failed to respond, a default will be entered unless the time to respond has been extended as provided in SCR Civ 
55(a). I . ^ 

(4) At the thne and place noted below^ all counsel and unrepres^ted parties shall [appear before the 
assigned judge as an Initial Scheduling and Settlement Conference to discuss the possibilities of settlement arid 
to establish a schedule for the completion of all proceedings^ including, nonnally, either mediation, case 
evaluation, or arbitration. Coxmsel shall discuss with their clients prior to the conference whether the clients are 
agreeable to binding or non-binding arbitration. This order is the only notice th^t j^artiei^ and counsel will 
receive concerning this Coiiference, 

(5) Upon advice that the date noted below is inconvenient for any party or counsel, tlie Qu^ity Review 
Branch (202) 879-1750 may continue the Conference once, with the consent of all parties, to either of the two 
succeeding I^ridays, Request must be made not less than six business days before the scheduling conference date. 
No other continuance of the conference will be granted except upon motion for good cause shown. 



Chief Judge Rufus G, King, ffll 



Case Assigned to: Judge RUSSELL F CANAN 

Date: 10/21/05 ^ 

Initial Conference: 9:30 am, Friday, January 27, 2006 
Location; Couxtropm5l8 

500 Indiana AveniieN.W, 

WASHESfGTON, DC 20001 
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